■dear Jim, 



— T -•f ■■ ^ 



vJhilo shaving a fay sinutos ago, wh on a decided to r cord my reaction to tho 



first 20/ - 



of yoyos’ Qi Mount, J. ttiought of what I would bo saying; end wondered if what for 

ma will be a aoderate eoisnent can be at'ributed to tho erosing of tho years or the aching 
ot the bo:i«s>» 1 feel good, as often X do when tired froa physical work, ana yeatereay X 
enjoyed five hours of taking out trash trees and battling honeysuckle and wild gra ©a tiiat 
ruined a nice patch of spruce. 

It la really because X was tired and the joints aau. curcles didn’t want to work tlmt 

1 oven started hoyes* book. Having gone over the preface, epilogue ana acknowledgaaent I’d 
had too much. uoweve-r, becaus e i oe licve in all the flowers bloonin, X ti,.cide^. to set; if 
wiora^ is a case for tnis olti^^^S^ieory , in any fena, instead of doing other reading. 

You Bay ruaoaber that \nicn you offered to lend iao the no. two years at;o I declined. 

This had no connection with i-oyos, ol whou X 'knew nothing except that las could not have had 
all tho professed interest in the J5E offing or he’d liavo at least spoken to m, if not 
interviewed we, on one of ny tossy trips tp L.A. 

At its best thi3 is a stupid book by an Insensitive nan who, if I were to ejy 
guess at ; -1''- , began , with tlie notion ho ©oulci xo&ke a pot and when Sio learned otherwises just 
couldn t ©tkt wouldn. t stop, he is a nan who applies no tests to his own work, asks no 
questions when he fSars the answers and is so lacking in self-respect that he doesn’t bother 
to hide those things. I do not believe it is possible for Ma to cake a case in tho reuaiainfc 
PSS03 that can in 'any way ovarcone these intial observations, other rise I'd not oake thee. 

He is in every can an undependable nan, so uutrustvrortJiy that when he says interesting 
things I do not believe they can be accepted. 

i Bake cay ©valuations iay own way. You say not agree with then. With "oyos they were easy. 
His judgeiaent and honesty can be Honoured by the Judge Bymo busiues;;* iteoaiaber credits 
to Maf? X then wondered over wlsat. Here ho actually praises Mia for his conduct of the 3311s- 
borg case and for Mis behavior an it® Both ought be eondoniied. J& also provides an ' unintended 
ap.rersal of Byrne in reporting that when USAtty in BA, and apparently on K&yea* word. only, 
%me considered subpenaeing Carlso Harcelio® If thera was any' basis other than a dislike 
for the nano boyes does not; even suggest it. 

How «oyec got into this is really all that' is needed to judge hia and his book® Ids 
account is tluit it all started, with Bill Tumor. Ae goes out of his way to lit; about Turner, 
one of the few ways ho could gLvc bin credentials* Turner Is a .prolific writer. % is, 
actually, a lazy and entirely unoriginal raan whose writing is conspicuouoly snoriglnal. For 
a full-tine writer. Turner has produced remarkably little, irrespective of worth. Then ho 
accredits liia further with an offhand sugg-estion that Turner disagreed with Garrison. The 
of Turner* s cMaaeat was aft, or; Garrison luid cast hlu out following wist X did in is.O. 
in Beceobor Vj6b. 

hoyes says that after ho got the Z file fron turned he. hau it '’authenticated" by an 
unnamed outfit he says is the 'best, if one knowns anything at all. about this, in g noral 
or in speeitics, that is impossible. Ho reputable fiita could have told Hoyes what ho represents. 
First of all, he represents this as the original £, which I find incredible for any self- 
respecting reporter, ‘’one should believe that jwaaible sad any with any sense at all could 
have learned easily, especially one with'tha facilities of a TV station. Secondly, and aside 
frosi fruiaes feetov-d., too original has gaps that si’s apparent because trie re wan a tine when 

2 was not shbotiiu;. Besides, if this w&a the v%rrlson copy, as X preamse, the- rsost casual 
exaednation shows it is a piece-together version si-de by LIFE for* tho purpose of being able 
to lai< identify Ijo X spotveo this on first viewajeg in *1.0, and tills did not require . y 
earlier won: or. the fil®. Tlu; color in a dead giveaway. If It were a better version, thou 

■hat X 

aovie. 

source, which ho is not, «oye.*; then credits Mr 
iith the tip to lock into Braden ■•aid simultaneously couplttinn tha - Garrison. said uotisiug 
uoo,i “ aasu cum. The latter is auito false, but tlie ua o wjuj too bad even for dariison. hoyea 
brackets tnio with an attack on Garrison over Bradley. BUT, Garrison anu Bradley be,. in 
adui Turner. Turner and Bosley, as 1 recall the tin.* of tls; threat against Jf-uriKon, which 
was adore tiie king asnosauiation. 1 can pinpoint the tine. Muff said on this? 



I know of none that do not liave frssws sdsoing said at wore than one place, core than 
know when 1 wrote WW, when jt*d been nflo to see no cony of tin 
Having oode Turner into a res-xictabl 




bilU b 






Noyes is so insensxwxve, so nung up uu iun^u, 
dry witk of tho FBI agent who told hia the story would make /tood fiction. 

OKay, so Braden is -“radling, he is g liar and a crook and lie Isas Mafia ties. Ue 
was in Dealey Plaza and he got busted, y itself, this weans nothing. She land crawls with 
his likes and they ere not rare in Dealey Plaza. If Noyes can go 20/» of the w$y through his 
book without giving the slightest indication why Braden was an assassin, he can t. have a 
reason to believe it ho can trust himself, hot even if he is writing like a defective story, 
because the story itself needs credibility and that requires motive. 

Noyes’ version of Braden’s arrest is an insight into more than Dallas cops and those 
many people picked up at the scene. A t tells us all about a oyes. 

First of all, there w$s no reasonable basis for tho elevator-operator' s 'behavior, he 
took Braden up long after the shooting. In fact, there is no tiling in Noyes' account that 
aug. :ests anything except that Braden could ntyt have done the shooting. Unless he is one 
of Sprague £s and Garrison's multitudinous paymasters in the Plaza, what other function could • 
he have had at the scene of the crime? 

So, Lunifde was suspicious because Braden identified hii.self with a charge card and not 
his driver's license? Well, the cops had him and searched him* bhy no further mention of this 
driver's license, ifo had one or he didn’t, not reported by Noyes. If Braden had a fake 
license he could have flashed it with no more danger than fishing a credit card. If he had 
it under any other name, no special hazard in identifying himself from it. 'fills parts simply 
doesn^t stack and is badly over-written to try to give it totally absent meaning. 

In short, in all these worms, the entire first fifth of the book, there is not a single 
thing in any way relevant to the JFK assassination. Nor is there any single reason given that 
in any way justifies the belief that Braden could have had anything to do with it. 

I was not unaware of his arrest. I am the only one to have written of it to any of 
the books. 1 would be interested in knowing if there was anything behind it. I then found 
no reason am to this point Noyes has not even suggested anything except that he does not 
say, that there were more precautions taken along tho route than we had reason to believe. 

If the cops or anyone else alerted the elevator operators, that is more then the Report says. 

With so intending, Noyes reports how little protection any citizen has from cops, at 
least bolifomia' s. All a reporter whose good will is wanted need do is ask ana he can have 
all the cops' information that can hurt anyone. 

These observations are from recollection. I . have not looked at th© book in. writing them. 

I think they give you what you do not need, an evaluation of Bud, who went for this 
crap, and perhaps one of B 0 b, who is credited with helping Noyes. I low anyone coula have a 
anything to do wit him or his work after a glance at any version of this garbage I don t 
begin to see. And I presume that with the passing of time and editing- and suggestions it is 
bettor than the form in which you had it. This work is so terrible that after reading it there 
was every reason to have nothing to do with ^oyes. 

And I say this without mention of the visible formula Noyes used for acceptability, 
sax example being his entirely undocumented attack on Garrison, and more til n mere defense of 
Bradley. A t is one thing to defend the man, rotter the* he is. It is quite another to profess 
any kind of dedication to him. When Noyes wrote this book, one of the keys to acceptability 
was attacking Garrison. Bo, he does. . t is that simple. He makes no case. He doesn^t even try, 
With Bradley, the case could be made easily, via court decisions. I think this tells us a little 
about Noyes. It in consistent with what I observed at the CTIa nut— harvest of 1 1/22—4. I could 
hardly restrain myself when he was off on that ego-trip throu^i which I sat. Now I understand 
it much better. 

I have not mentioned the dirty little tricks dirty writers can use. -‘oyes does, too. 



Hastily. 




